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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application 
published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United States was 
published under Article 21 (2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United 
States for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a). 

2. Claims 1, 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Korpela 
(US 6,31 1,054), 

Regarding claim 1 , Korpela et al discloses a system for determining a charge in 
connection with a data communication session, comprising; 

a wireless device 18 capable of communicating with a network 22 via a router 
19(fig. 4); 

a data rating application configured to use a metering method to meter the 
data communication session (col 5, lines 61-62); 

a rating method to be used in conjunction with the metering method to determine 
the charge in connection with the data communication session (col 2, lines 25-34; col 5, 



lines 44-55). 
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Regarding claims 3, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to 
claims 1 and 25 respectively, wherein the wireless device is a mobile phone 18, a 
computer, a television, an appliance or a telephone. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 6-7, 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Korpela et al in view of Mueller et al (US 6,185,413). 

Regarding claim 4, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
1 wherein Korpela didn't further discloses the metering method is selected from a 
plurality of metering methods. Mueller et al further discloses the metering method is 
selected from a plurality of metering methods (col 9, lines 30-40). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to select 
from a plurality of metering methods in order to determine the most proper and 
cheapest alternative for the transmission connection. 

Regarding claim 6, Korpela et al discloses the system according to claim 1 , 
wherein Korpela et al didn't further discloses the data rating application is configured to 
cooperate with an accounting application to update an account relating to the wireless 
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device. Mueller et al further discloses the data rating application is configured to 
cooperate with an accounting application to update an account relating to the wireless 
device (col 27, lines 24-36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to cooperate with an accounting application in 
order to deplete the amount used from the user's account. 

Regarding claim 7, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
6, wherein the accounting application resides in the wireless device (col 10, lines 22- 
29). 

Regarding claim 21 , Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
4 wherein the plurality of metering methods include a metering by connection method; 
and 

wherein the metering by connection method determines the charge in connection 
with the data communication session based on a connection for the data 
communication session being established (col 9, lines 30-35). 

Regarding claim 22, Mueller et al further the system according to claim 4 wherein 
the plurality of metering methods include a metering by time method; and wherein the 
metering by time method determines the charge in connection with the data 
communication session based on duration of the data communication session (col 3, 
lines 33-34). 

Regarding claim 23, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
4 wherein the plurality of metering methods include a metering by volume method; and 
wherein the metering by volume method determines the charge in connection with the 
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data communication session based on volume of data transmitted and/or received by 
the wireless device during the data communication session (col 3, line 63 - col 4, line 

6). 

Regarding claim 24, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
23, wherein the metering by volume method further includes metering on a per kilobyte 
basis, metering on a per packet basis or metering on a predetermined denomination 
basis (col 3, line 19-33). 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Korpela 
et al (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Mueller et al and further in view of Block et al (US 
5,960,416). 

Regarding claim 8, Korpela and Mueller et al further disclose the system 
according to claim 6 wherein Korpela et al and Mueller et al didn't further disclose 
wherein the accounting application resides at a location external to the wireless device. 
Block et al further discloses the system according to claims 6 wherein the accounting 
application resides at a location external to the wireless device (col 6, lines 9-1 1 ). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have the flexibility of storing the accounting data in another area that is in 
conjunction with sending data on its way to the destination device. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store the 
accounting information elsewhere such as a SIM or the router devices in order to collect 
the accounting information when it is needed even if it is not located inherently inside 
the phone. 
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6. Claims 5, 18-19 are rejected under 35 U:S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela et al (US 6,31 1,054) in view of Wright et al (US 5,923,741). 

Regarding claim 5, Korpela discloses the system according to claim 1 wherein 
Korpela didn't further discloses the rating method is selected from a plurality of rating 
methods applicable to the particular application. Wright et al discloses the rating 
method is selected from a plurality of rating methods applicable to the particular 
application (col 4, lines 50-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to select the rating method in order to determine 
the best rate for data transfer based on data value for the particular connection. 

Regarding claim 18, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
5 wherein the data rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of rating 
method based on service level selected for the data communication session (col 2, lines 
59-64; col 5, lines 44-51). 

Regarding claim 19, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
18 wherein the service level selected relates to speed and/or accuracy of data 
transmission during the data communication session (col 3, lines 63 - col 4, line 6). 

7. Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela et al (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Wright et al (US 5,923,741 ) and further in view 
of Reeder et al (US 6,141 ,652). 

Regarding claim 15, Korpela and Wright et al further discloses the system 
according to claim 5 wherein Korpela and Wright et al didn't further discloses the data 
rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of rating methods based on 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/801 ,494 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2685 

source of data received by the wireless device during the data communication session. 
Reeder et al didn't specifically discloses the data rating application is configured to 
select one of the plurality of rating methods based on source of data received by the 
wireless device during the data communication session. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
determine the charging rate incurred for the user based on the source of the web link of 
Reeder in which data was downloaded from. 

Regarding claim 16, Wright et al further discloses the data rating application is 
configured to select one of the plurality of rating methods based on type of data (data 
type of fig. 3b) received by the wireless device during the data communication session. 

Regarding claim 17, Wright et al further discloses the system according to claim 
16 wherein the rating method selected is determined by the value of a data field in the 
data received (data value of fig. 3b). 

8. Claims 12, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela et al (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Wright et al (US 5,923,741 ) and further in view 
of Mueller et al (US 6,185,413). 

Regarding claim 12, Korpela et al and Wright et al discloses the system according 
to claim 5, wherein Korpela et al and Wright et al didn't further disclose the wireless 
device includes a plurality of additional applications residing therein; and 
wherein the data rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of rating 
methods based on which one of the plurality of additional applications residing in the 
wireless device will be using data received by the wireless device during the data 
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communication session. Mueller et al further discloses the wireless device includes a 
plurality of additional applications residing therein; and 

wherein the data rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of 
rating methods based on which one of the plurality of additional applications residing in 
the wireless device will be using data received by the wireless device during the data 
communication session (col 7, lines 64 - col 8, line 13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have many 
applications in order to determine the charge rate that's applicable to the particular 
application. 

Regarding claim 20, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
18 wherein the service level is selected by a user during a subscription process or via a 
user interface (col 1 1 , lines 24-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the user to select the service 
he/she would rather use other than the automatic selection by the program. 
9. Claims 9, 10, 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela et al in view of Peschel et al (US 6,385,444). 

Regarding claim 9, Korpela the system according to claim 1 wherein Korpela 
didn't further disclose the data rating application is configured to select the rating 
method and the metering method upon detecting a set-up event which takes place 
during the course of setting up the data communication session; and wherein the set-up 
event is originated by either the network or the wireless device to indicate that the data 
communication session is to begin. Peschel et al further discloses wherein the data 
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rating application is configured to select the rating method and the metering method 
upon detecting a set-up event which takes place during the course of setting up the data 
communication session; and wherein the set-up event is originated by either the 
network or the wireless device to indicate that the data communication session is to 
begin (col 7, lines 1-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to determine the call rating and metering method to 
determine the charging rate based on the set-up of the start/end of a communication 
connection. 

Regarding claim 10, Korpela further disclose the system according to claims 1 
and 25 respectively, wherein Korpela didn't further disclose the data rating application is 
configured to begin determining the charge in connection with the data communication 
session using the metering method and the rating method upon detecting a begin event 
which takes place during the course of the data communication session; and 

wherein the begin event is originated by either the network or the wireless 
device to indicate that the data communication session has begun. Peschel et al further 
discloses the system according to claims 1 and 25 respectively, wherein the data rating 
application is configured to begin determining the charge in connection with the data 
communication session using the metering method and the rating method upon 
detecting a begin event which takes place during the course of the data communication 
session; and wherein the begin event is originated by either the network or the wireless 
device to indicate that the data communication session has begun (col 7, lines 1-20). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,494 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2685 

made to determine the call rating and metering method to determine the charging rate 
based on the starting time of a communication connection duration. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Korpela further discloses the system according to claim 1 , 
wherein Korpela didn't further disclose the data rating application is configured to end 
determining the charge in connection with the data communication session using the 
metering method and the rating method upon detecting an end event which takes place 
during the course of the data communication session; and wherein the end event is 
originated by either the network or the wireless device to indicate that the data 
communication session has ended. 

Peschel et al further discloses the system wherein the data rating application is 
configured to end determining the charge in connection with the data communication 
session using the metering method and the rating method upon detecting an end event 
which takes place during the course of the data communication session; and wherein 
the end event is originated by either the network or the wireless device to indicate that 
the data communication session has ended (col 7, lines 1-20). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
determine the call rating and metering method to determine the charging rate based on 
the end of the duration of a communication connection. 

1 0. Claims 1 3-1 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Reeder (US 6,141 ,652). 

Regarding claim 13, Korpela further disclose the system according to claims 1 
wherein Korpela didn't further disclose the data rating application is configured to use 
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the rating method based on usage of data received during the data communication 
session. Reeder further discloses the system wherein the data rating application is 
configured to use the rating method based on usage of data received during the data 
communication session (col 10, lines 59-67; col 2, lines 61-67). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
rating method based on usage of data received during the data communication session 
in order to measure the amount of data exhausted and apply a fee ie. per megabit used 
to the user based on how much of the downloaded data is consumed. 

Regarding claim 14, Korpela further disclose the system according to claim 13 
wherein Korpela didn't further disclose the data received during the data communication 
session is a downloaded application; and wherein the charge is determined based on 
occurrence or duration of usage of the downloaded application. Reeder further 
discloses the system wherein the data received during the data communication session 
is a downloaded application; and wherein the charge is determined based on 
occurrence or duration of usage of the downloaded application (col 1 0, lines 59-67; col 
2, lines 61 -67). 

1 1 . Claims 25, 27-30, 34, 38-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korpela et al (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Mueller et al (US 6,185,413) 
and further in view of Wright et al (US 5,923,741). 

Regarding claim 25, Korpela et al discloses a system for determining a charge in 
connection with a data communication session, comprising: 
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a wireless device 18 capable of communicating with a network 22 via a router 
(fig. 4); 

a data rating application configured to meter the data communication session via 
a metering method (col 5, lines 61-62); 

and a rating method to be used in conjunction with the selected metering method to 
determine the charge in connection with the data communication session (col 2, lines 
25-34; col 3, line 63 - col 4, line 6). 

Korpela et al didn't further disclose selecting a metering method from a plurality of 
metering methods. Mueller et al further discloses selecting a metering method from a 
plurality of metering methods (col 5, line 66 - col 6, line 22; col 7, lines 46-52). Korpela 
and Mueller et al didn't further disclose selecting a rating method from a plurality of 
rating methods. Wright further discloses selecting a rating method from a plurality of 
rating methods (col 4, lines 50-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to select a metering and rating method in 
order to find the cheapest and most efficient charge rate for the user. 

Regarding claim 27, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the wireless device is a mobile phone 18, a computer, a television an 
appliance or a telephone. 

Regarding claim 28, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the data rating application is configured to cooperate with an accounting 
application to update an account relating to the wireless device (col 27, lines 24-36). 
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Regarding claim 29, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
28 wherein the accounting application resides in the wireless device (col 10, lines 22- 

29). 

Regarding claim 30, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
28 wherein the accounting application resides at a location external to the wireless 
device (col 10, lines 22-29). 

Regarding claim 34, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the wireless device includes a plurality of additional applications residing 
therein; and 

wherein the data rating application is configured to select the rating method from 
the plurality of rating methods based on which one of the plurality of additional 
applications residing in the wireless device will be using data received by the wireless 
device during the data communication session (col 7, lines 64- col 8, line 13, lines 38- " 
56). 

Regarding claim 38, Wright et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the data rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of rating 
methods based on type of data received by the wireless device during the data 
communication session (data type; fig. 3b). 

Regarding claim 39, Wright et al further discloses the system according to claim 
38 wherein the rating method selected is determined by the value of a data field in the 
data received (data value of fig. 3b). 
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Regarding claim 40, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the data rating application is configured to select the rating method from the 
plurality of rating methods based on service level selected for the data communication 
session (col 2, lines 59-64, lines 44-51). 

Regarding claim 41 , Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
40 wherein the service level selected relates to speed and/or accuracy of data 
transmission during the data communication session (col 3, lines 63- col 4, line 6). 

Regarding claim 42, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
40 wherein the service level is selected by a user during a subscription process or via a 
user interface (col 11, lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 43, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the plurality of metering methods include a metering by connection method; 
and wherein the metering by connection method determines the charge in connection 
with the data communication session based on a connection for the data 
communication session being established (col 9, lines 30-35). 

Regarding claim 44, Mueller et al further discloses the system according to claim 
25 wherein the plurality of metering methods include a metering by time method; and 
wherein the metering by time method determines the charge in connection with the data 
communication session based on duration of the data communication session (col 3, 
lines 33-34). 

Regarding claim 45, Korpela et al the system according to claim 25 wherein the 
plurality of metering methods include a metering by volume method; and wherein the 
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metering by volume method determines the charge in connection with the data 
communication session based on volume of data transmitted and/or received by the 
wireless device during the data communication session (col 3, line 63 - col 4, line 6). 

Regarding claim 46, Korpela et al further discloses the system according to claim 
45, wherein the metering by volume method further includes metering on a per kilobyte 
basis, metering on a per packet basis or metering on a predetermined denomination 
basis (col 3, line 28-38). 

12. Claims 31 , 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Korpela et al in view Mueller et al in view of Wright et al and further in view of 
Peschel et al (US 6,385,444). 

Regarding claim 31 , Korpela, Mueller et al, and Wright et al discloses the system 
according to claim 25 wherein Korpela and Mueller et al and Wright et al didn't further 
disclose the data rating application is configured to select the rating method and the 
metering method upon detecting a set-up event which takes place during the course of 
setting up the data communication session; and wherein the set-up event is originated 
by either the network or the wireless device to indicate that the data communication 
session is to begin. Peschel et al further discloses wherein the data rating application 
is configured to select the rating method and the metering method upon detecting a 
set-up event which takes place during the course of setting up the data communication 
session; and wherein the set-up event is originated by either the network or the wireless 
device to indicate that the data communication session is to begin (col 7, lines 1-20). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to determine the call rating and metering method to determine the charging rate 
based on the set-up of the start/end of a communication connection. 

Regarding claim 32, Korpela, Mueller et al, and Wright et al further disclose the 
system according to claim 25, wherein Korpela, Mueller et al, and Wright et al didn't 
further disclose the data rating application is configured to begin determining the charge 
in connection with the data communication session using the metering method and the 
rating method upon detecting a begin event which takes place during the course of the 
data communication session; and 

wherein the begin event is originated by either the network or the wireless 
device to indicate that the data communication session has begun. Peschel et al further 
discloses the system wherein the data rating application is configured to begin 
determining the charge in connection with the data communication session using the 
metering method and the rating method upon detecting a begin event which takes place 
during the course of the data communication session; and wherein the begin event is 
originated by either the network or the wireless 

device to indicate that the data communication session has begun (col 7, lines 1-20). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to determine the call rating and metering method to determine the charging rate 
based on the starting time of a communication connection duration. 

Regarding claim 33, Korpela, Mueller et al, and Wright et al further discloses the 
system according to claim 25, wherein Korpela, Mueller et al, and Wright et al didn't 
further disclose the data rating application is configured to end determining the charge 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,494 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2685 

in connection with the data communication session using the metering method and the 
rating method upon detecting an end event which takes place during the course of the 
data communication session; and wherein the end event is originated by either the 
network or the wireless device to indicate that the data communication session has 
ended. 

Peschel et al further discloses the system wherein the data rating application is 
configured to end determining the charge in connection with the data communication 
session using the metering method and the rating method upon detecting an end event 
which takes place during the course of the data communication session; and wherein 
the end event is originated by either the network or the wireless device to indicate that 
the data communication session has ended (col 7, lines 1-20). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
determine the call rating and metering method to determine the charging rate based on 
the end of the duration of a communication connection. 

13. Claims 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Mueller et al in view of Wright et al and further in view 
of Reeder (US 6,141,652). 

Regarding claim 35, Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al further disclose the 
system according to claim 25 wherein Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al didn't 
further disclose the data rating application is configured to use the rating method based 
on usage of data received during the data communication session. Reeder further 
discloses the system wherein the data rating application is configured to use the rating 
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method based on usage of data received during the data communication session (col 
10, lines 59-67; col 2, lines 61 -67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use the rating method based on usage 
of data received during the data communication session in order to measure the amount 
of data exhausted and apply a fee ie. per megabit used to the user based on how much 
of the downloaded data is consumed. 

Regarding claim 36, Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al further disclose the 
system according to claim 35 wherein Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al didn't 
further disclose the data received during the data communication session is a 
downloaded application; and wherein the charge is determined based on occurrence or 
duration of usage of the downloaded application. Reeder further discloses the system 
wherein the data received during the data communication session is a downloaded 
application; and wherein the charge is determined based on occurrence or duration of 
usage of the downloaded application (col 10, lines 59-67; col 2, lines 61-67). 

Regarding claim 37, Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al further discloses 
the system according to claim 25 wherein Korpela, Mueller et al and Wright et al didn't 
further discloses the data rating application is configured to select one of the plurality of 
rating methods based on source of data received by the wireless device during the data 
communication session. Reeder et al didn't specifically discloses the data rating 
application is configured to select one of the plurality of rating methods based on source 
of data received by the wireless device during the data communication session. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to determine the charging rate incurred for the user based on the 
source of the web link of Reeder in which data was downloaded from. 
14. Claims 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korpela (US 6,31 1 ,054) in view of Mueller et al (US6185.413) as applied to claim 25 
above and further in view of Reeder (US 6,141,652). 

Regarding claim 35, Korpela and Mueller et al further discloses the system 
according to claim 25 wherein Korpela and Mueller et al didn't further disclose the data 
rating application is configured to use the rating method based on usage of data 
received during the data communication session. Reeder further discloses the system 
wherein the data rating application is configured to use the rating method based on 
usage of data received during the data communication session (col 10, lines 59-67;. col 
2, lines 61-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use the rating method based on usage of data received 
during the data communication session in order to measure the amount of data 
exhausted and apply a fee ie. per megabit used to the user based on how much of the 
downloaded data is consumed. 

Regarding claim 36, Korpela further disclose the system according to claim 35 
wherein Korpela didn't further disclose the data received during the data communication 
session is a downloaded application; and wherein the charge is determined based on 
occurrence or duration of usage of the downloaded application. Reeder further 
discloses the system wherein the data received during the data communication session 
is a downloaded application; and wherein the charge is determined based on 
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occurrence or duration of usage of the downloaded application (col 10, lines 59-67; col 
2, lines 61-67). 

Double Patenting 

1 5. Claims 1 -2 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting 
over claim 1 of U. S. Patent No. 6,725,031 since the claims, if allowed, would improperly 
extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
patent and is covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming 
common subject matter, as follows: 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of 
the application which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 
USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). See also MPEP § 804. 

16. Claims 3-24 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting 
over claims 2-23 of U. S. Patent No. since the claims, if allowed, would improperly 
extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 

1 7. Claims 25-26 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double 
patenting over claims 24 of U. S. Patent No. since the claims, if allowed, would 
improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 
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1 8. Claims 27-46 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double 
patenting over claims 25-44 of U. S. Patent No. since the claims, if allowed, would 
improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 



Conclusion 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lana Le whose telephone number is (703) 308-5836. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Hunter can be reached on (703) 308-6732. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9314 
for regular communications and (703) 872-9315 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 



4750. 




Lana Le 

August 20, 2005 



